The analysis of elite salience is based on my coding of Danish Policy Agenda Data 1 ; the data were accessed at:
Hereafter, I calculated the share of the respective issue dimension for all election terms by dividing parliamentary activities devoted to economic/cultural issues by all parliamentary activities over all election terms t since 1968.
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The differences between the salience of economic and cultural issues over all election terms shown in Figure 
Elite Polarization
To obtain the elite polarization as described on pages 10-11 and shown in Figure 2 and 3, I followed Bakker and Hobolt's (2013) coding and used these items from the Comparative Manifesto Project 2 .
To capture pro-free market and anti-government intervention emphases, I used the items: per401, per402, per407, per505, per507, per410, per414, per702
To capture pro-state and pro-government intervention emphases, I used the items: per403, per404, per406, per504, per506, per413, per412, per701, per405, per409, per415, per503 For each party, I calculated its position on the economic dimension by subtracting the sum of prostate and pro-government intervention emphases from the sum of pro-free market and antigovernment intervention emphases for all electoral terms under review. Positive values indicate a right-wing position on the economy for a given party. The respective positions are shown in Figure  2 .
To capture culturally conservative/authoritarian positions, I used the items: per305, per601, per603, per605, per608, per606
To capture culturally liberal/libertarian positions, I used the items: per501, per602, per604, per502, per607, per416, per705, per706, per201, per202 Similar to the procedure for the economic dimension, I calculated every party's position on the cultural dimension by subtracting the sum of culturally liberal emphases from the sum of culturally conservative emphases for all electoral terms under review. Positive values indicate a culturally conservative position for a given party. The respective party positions are shown in Figure 3 .
The positions on the immigration issue shown in Figure A2 was obtained by subtracting the sum of the items 'per107', 'per602', and 'per607' from the sum of the items 'per109', 'per601', and 'per608' for each party over all electoral terms under review. Positive values indicate restrictive positions on immigration/multiculturalism and negative values indicate liberal positions on immigration/multiculturalism. 1 9 6 8 -1 9 7 1 1 9 7 1 -1 9 7 3 1 9 7 3 -1 9 7 5 1 9 7 5 -1 9 7 7 1 9 7 7 -1 9 7 9 1 9 7 9 -1 9 8 1 1 9 8 1 -1 9 8 4 1 9 8 4 -1 9 8 7 1 9 8 7 -1 9 9 0 1 9 9 0 -1 9 9 4 1 9 9 4 -1 9 9 8 1 9 9 8 -2 0 0 1 2 0 0 1 -2 0 0 5 2 0 0 5 -2 0 0 7 2 0 0 7 -2 0 1 1
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Data from Danish National Election Studies
The following election studies were used to create the pooled dataset for all elections 1971-2011. 1 9 6 8 -1 9 7 1 1 9 7 1 -1 9 7 3 1 9 7 3 -1 9 7 5 1 9 7 5 -1 9 7 7 1 9 7 7 -1 9 7 9 1 9 7 9 -1 9 8 1 1 9 8 1 -1 9 8 4 1 9 8 4 -1 9 8 7 1 9 8 7 -1 9 9 0 1 9 9 0 -1 9 9 4 1 9 9 4 -1 9 9 8 1 9 9 8 -2 0 0 1 2 0 0 1 -2 0 0 5 2 0 0 5 -2 0 0 7 2 0 0 7 -2 0 1 1 Used in 1971 Used in , 1973 Used in , 1975 Used in , 1977 Used in , 1979 Used in , 1981 Used in , 1984 Used in , 1990 Used in , 1998 Used in , 2001 Used in , 2005 Used in , 2007 Used in , 2011 "Politics should achieve the same economic conditions for everybody irrespective of education and occupation." (five point scale from 1 "fully agree" to 5 "fully disagree")
Used in 1987, 1994: A says: "The differences in incomes and living standards are still too large in this country. Therefore should people with lower incomes have a quicker improve in their living standards than people with higher incomes.
B says: "Redistribution of incomes has gone far enough. The differences in incomes found nowadays should by and large be maintained.
(1 Agree with A, 2 Agree with B, 3 neither A nor B)
Wording of questions towards government intervention/free market (item missing in 1977) Used in 1971 Used in , 1973 Used in , 1975 Used in , 1979 Used in , 1981 Used in , 1984 Used in , 1990 Used in , 1998 Used in , 2001 Used in , 2005 Used in , 2007 Wording of questions towards taxes and redistribution Used in 1971 Used in , 1973 Used in , 1975 Used in , 1977 Used in , 1979 Used in , 1981 Used in , 1984 Used in , 1990 Used in , 1994 Used in , 1998 Used in , 2001 Used in , 2005 Used in , 2007 Used in , 2011 : "Higher incomes ought to be taxed more heavily than it is the case today" (1 agree completely, 2 agree partly, 3 neither/nor, 4 disagree partly, 5 disagree completely)
For 1987, I used another item on taxes and redistribution to construct the scale for economic issues A says: "Social reforms in this country have gone too far and that people should become more independent of social security"
B says: "The social reforms that have been implemented in our country should at least be maintained as they are now" (1 Agree with A, 2 Agree with B, 3 neither A nor B)
Wording of questions towards immigration (missing in 1973, 1975, 1977, 1984) Used in 1987, 1990, 1994, 1998, 2001, 2005, 2007 Wording of question towards crime/law enforcement (missing in 1971, 1973, 1975, 1977, 1981, 1984) Used in 1979, 1987, 1990, 1994, 1998, 2001, 2005, 2007, 2011: We'd like to hear your views on some important political issues. Could you tell me whether you agree or disagree with each of the following proposals? How strongly do you feel?
"Violent felony should be punished harder than it is the case today" (1 agree completely, 2 agree partly, 3 neither/nor, 4 disagree partly, 5 disagree completely)
Wording of question towards environment (missing in 1971, 1973, 1975, 1977, 1979) Used in 1981, 1984, 1987, 1990, 1994, 1998, 2001, 2005, 2007, 2011: We'd like to hear your views on some important political issues. Could you tell me whether you agree or disagree with each of the following proposals? How strongly do you feel?
"Economic growth must be maintained by further development of the industry even if this comes at the expense of environmental interests" (1 agree completely, 2 agree partly, 3 neither/nor, 4 disagree partly, 5 disagree completely) Figure A1 11.2 % Note: due to a low number of observations for minimum education in the election studies after 1977, this category was merged with lower secondary in the statistical analysis reported in the main text and online appendix below. 
Wording of question on most important issue (used for

Frequency distribution for dependent variable party choice and bloc affiliation
Full documentation of results and supplementary analysis
Full documentation of logistic regression models
The following tables report the coefficients from the multilevel logit models that were used to calculate the marginal effects shown in Figure 4 and 5 of the manuscript. Annotation for the models used:
Figure 4: Social Democrats vs. Liberals is calculated from M1a (economic issues) and M1b (cultural issues) in Table A2 Social Democrats vs. New Right is calculated from M2a (economic issues) and M2b (cultural issues) in Table A3 Liberals vs. Socialist People's Party is calculated from M3a (economic issues) and M3b (cultural issues) in Table A4 Socialist People's Party vs. New Right is calculated from M4a (economic issues) and M4b (cultural issues) in Table A5 Figure 5: All marginal effects are calculated based on the interactions from M5 in Table A6 Figure 6: All marginal effects are calculated based on the interactions from M6 in Table A7 
Supplementary analysis and robustness checks
The following Figures A3 and A4 provide robustness checks of the results shown in Figure 4 in the main text. They are mentioned in Note 7 and Note 8 in the manuscript. For Figure A3 , I replaced the elite salience variable with a mass salience variable. This variable is based on the most important issue variable from the Danish National Election Studies (described above) and captures whether a respondent in a given election study perceives a cultural issue vis-à-vis an economic issue as most important (0: economic, 1: cultural). Other issues were set a zero in the calculation of the marginal effects. The marginal effects shown in Figure A3 thus indicate the effect of moving from economics to culture as most important issue dimension on the individual level across mainstream and niche party polarization on culture. In line with the findings from the main text and Hypotheses 1 and 3, the marginal effects of issue salience on vote choice are stronger for niche party polarization than for mainstream party polarization. Similarly, the effect is strongest for the niche party contrast Socialist People's Party (lower right quadrant in Figure A3 ) compared to other three party contrasts, which further buttresses the findings from Figure 4 . Figure A4 further replicates the findings the models used to calculate the marginal effects shown in Figure 4 by using the individual items on redistribution and immigration instead of the scales for economic liberalism and cultural conservatism. The variable for immigration uses the items described above. The variable on redistribution uses the item "Higher incomes ought to be taxed more heavily than it is the case today" for all elections except 1987. In 1987, this item was missing and was replaced by The differences in incomes and living standards are still too large in this country". These two variables have been at the core of the old economic cleavage and new cultural cleavage in Danish politics and should yield similar patterns as the scales used. Moreover, they have also been asked more frequently than any other comparable measure in Danish election studies since 1971 which increases the statistical power of the analysis compared to the analysis using scales. In this respect, the robustness check in Figure  A4 confirms the patterns found in Figure 4 . The effect of immigration on vote choice increases with the salience of cultural issues. Similar but weaker effects can be observed for redistribution. In line with the findings from Figure 4 and the argument that niche parties have driven the polarization of a new issue dimension, these supplementary tests demonstrate that restrictive attitudes on immigration benefited the two right-wing parties (Liberals and Progress/Danish People' Party) the more the underlying issue dimension was polarized.
The coefficients for the respective models are available on request and the figures can be replicated with the do-file 'Robustness Checks Issue Evolution'. The following figures reveal additional analysis for the Social Liberals (Radikale Venstre), a party that was also classified as niche party in the main text, but not shown in Figure 4 in the text for reasons of space. These additional analysis are mentioned on page 9/10. They can be reproduced with the respective commands in the do-file 'Robustness Checks Issue Evolution'. (The replication code for the supplementary analyses will be made available online). Figure A5 shows that the effect of the two scales on economic liberalism and cultural conservatism across the observed elite issue salience of economic and cultural issues for the additional niche party contrast Social Liberals vs. Progress/Danish People's Party. The patterns are similar to the pattern observed for the contrast Socialist People's Party vs. Progress/Danish People's Party in Figure 4 , lower right-hand panel, in the main text. The effect of cultural conservatism on preferring the New Right party family vis-à-vis the Social Liberals increases with the salience of the underlying cultural dimension at the elite level. The effect strengths for economic liberalism and salience of the economy have a similar but weaker pattern which mirrors the respective findings from Figure 4 in the main text. This supplementary analysis thus provides further support to accept Hypotheses 2 and 3, namely that the effects of cultural issues on party choice increases with salience of cultural issues and that these effects are stronger for niche parties than mainstream parties. Marginal Effects from multilevel logit model for contrast Social Liberals vs. New Right, models follow similar specification as in Tables A2-A5 . Note: Social Liberals are reference category. N=2,160. X-axis indicates elite salience of economic and culture issues.
As further test with the additional party contrast Social Liberals vs. Progress/Danish People's Party, I reproduce the findings from the analysis shown in Figure A3 above. To reiterate, the models contain Figure A6 resembles the results for the contrast Socialist People's Party vs. Progress/Danish People's Party found in Figure A3 above. Whereas mainstream party polarization does not increase the effect of cultural issues measured at the individual level, we a significant effect of cultural issues on voting the New Right as niche party polarization on culture exceeds values of 30. This provides additional support to the accept the Hypotheses 1-4 in line with findings from Figure 5 in the main text, and Figure A3 . Finally, I ran the robustness check containing the interactions attitudes towards redistribution*elite salience and attitudes towards immigration*elite salience for the additional contrast Social Liberals vs. Progress/Danish People's Party. Figure A7 again confirms that replacing the niche party contrast Socialist People's Party vs. New Right with the contrast Social Liberals vs. New Right yields similar results as the effect strengths from Figure A7 resembles those found in Figure A4 in the lower righthand panel. The results confirm that the effects of attitudes towards immigration on party choice increase with the increasing elite competition on culture. Moreover, the effect strength is strongest for the two contrasts containing only niche parties compared to the other three contrasts reported in Figure A4 (0.15 for niche parties vs. around 0.10 for all other contrasts). Thus, the additional 
